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forces the majority party to take into
account the views of its more moderate
or middle-of-the-road Members, thus
ensuring that more Americans are rep-
resented in legislation.

People tend to focus on the fact that
the filibuster protects the country
from any one party’s most extreme leg-
islation, but the truth is—the truth
is—the filibuster is probably the big-
gest reason that any bill in the Senate
is ever bipartisan. Routine spending
bills, farm bills, Defense authorization
bills—the main reason many of these
bills are ever bipartisan, outside of di-
vided government, is because the fili-
buster forces the parties to com-
promise. Don’t believe me? Just look
at how the House has handled these
bills in recent years.

Democrats were eager to take advan-
tage of the filibuster’s protection for
minority rights when they were in the
minority, but now that they are in the
majority, they don’t want anything
standing in their way. They don’t want
to have compromise. They don’t want
to have to consider the Americans who
didn’t vote for a Democratic agenda.
They want to do whatever they want,
whenever they want it.

Democrats’ disregard for minority
rights would be troubling even if they
had a substantial majority in the Sen-
ate. The voice of the minority deserves
to be heard even when the minority is
substantially outnumbered. But it is
particularly outrageous that Demo-
crats are so determined to sweep away
protections from minority rights when
they barely—barely—have a majority
in the Senate and certainly don’t have
a mandate. In fact, Democrats don’t
have a real majority at all; only a tech-
nical one. The Senate is divided 50 to
50. The only reason Democrats have a
deciding vote in the Senate is because
the Vice President is a Democrat. In
the House, Democrats’ majority nar-
rowed substantially in the November
election.

Now, as for the Presidency, while cer-
tainly a Democrat won the election, it
is worth noting that the only candidate
who could win the Democratic primary
was a man historically regarded as a
moderate. Even among Democrats,
Democrats’ far-left liberal candidates
did not fare so well.

If there was any mandate in the elec-
tion, it was a mandate for moderation.
It was a mandate for compromise, for
pulling the country together. But
Democrats are running away from
unity and bipartisanship as fast as they
can. They are determined to leverage
their weak victory into the implemen-
tation of a partisan, far-left agenda.

There are two bills that have driven
the conversation around eliminating
the filibuster in recent weeks. They are
H.R. 1, an election bill, and H.R. 5, the
so-called Equality Act.

The first bill is a truly outrageous
power grab, an attempt to federalize
election law and eliminate protections
for election integrity. Democrats have
discarded years of important bipartisan
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work on election security and integrity
in order to permanently boost Demo-
crats’ chances of winning majorities.
The second, the so-called Equality Act,
is an unprecedented attack on the
First Amendment that would substan-
tially restrict the rights of Americans
to live by their faith. These are the
bills that Democrats think should be
shoved through by the narrowest of
majorities.

There have been suggestions that
eliminating the filibuster is the cure
for partisanship and gridlock in the
Senate. Well, it might be the cure for
gridlock in the sense that the majority
could steamroll through whatever it
wanted, whenever it wanted, but you
don’t cure partisanship by making it
easier for the majority to be partisan.

Eliminating the filibuster isn’t going
to eliminate partisanship; it is going to
heighten it. Take away the filibuster,
and the majority party has zero rea-
son—zero—to take into account the
views of the minority. What elimi-
nating the filibuster will do is ensure
that one party has no voice at all in
the U.S. Senate, no matter how many
Americans that party represents.

A couple of weeks ago, we got a pre-
view of what life would look like in a
filibuster-less Senate when Democrats
passed their so-called COVID bill under
the simple-majority rules of reconcili-
ation. There wasn’t a lot of gridlock
since reconciliation allowed Senate
Democrats to force their bill through,
but there was plenty of partisanship.
Democrats made it very clear that
while Republicans were welcome to
vote for their bill, Republican ideas
were not welcome at the table.

Democrats knew that they didn’t
need Republicans to pass their legisla-
tion, which empowered them to com-
pletely reject Republican input in
drafting the bill and to load the bill
with Democratic priorities, from a
bailout for union pensions, to a State
slush fund heavily weighted in favor of
blue States, to the omission of long-
standing Federal restrictions on using
taxpayer dollars to pay for abortions.
It was quite a contrast to the five bi-
partisan COVID bills passed under the
filibuster rule in a Republican-led Sen-
ate, which were focused on fighting the
virus rather than shoving through par-
tisan priorities.

While their recent narrow majority
has seemingly erased all memory of
their minority status over the last few
years, I encourage my Democratic col-
leagues to remember just how much
they valued the legislative filibuster
during their time in the minority and
how Dbitterly they regretted elimi-
nating the judicial filibuster once
President Trump became the bene-
ficiary.

While Democrats might like to think
that their time in power will last for-
ever, it is a truth of American politics
that sooner or later, no matter how
powerful your majority, you end up in
the minority again. I encourage my
colleagues to think about that time
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when they will be in the minority
again and to ask themselves whether
they really want to eliminate their
voices and the voices of their constitu-
ents in future policy battles.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PADILLA). The Senator from Alabama.

PROTECTING THE RIGHT TO ORGANIZE ACT

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President,
last week, I spoke about a deeply
flawed and misguided piece of legisla-
tion passed by the House—House bill
H.R. 1 and now Senate bill, S. 1.

Today, I am going to talk about yet
another bill from our colleagues in the
House that would be terrible for my
State of Alabama and for our country.
It is called the Protecting the Right to
Organize Act, better known as the PRO
Act.

Like H.R. 1, the PRO Act represents
a massive power grab by the Democrats
here in Washington, DC, to override
the will of the voters and State legisla-
tures in a majority of the States in
this country. Democrats want to force
their ideas on States that refuse to
adopt their progressive failed policies.
Federal power grabs like these are un-
constitutional and go against our en-
tire system of government.

The PRO Act would overrule the
right-to-work laws across the country
and force tens of millions of employees
to join a union. Currently, 27 States
have right-to-work laws on their
books, including Alabama. More States
could join us in the future. Right-to-
work laws give workers freedom, and
more importantly, they give them the
freedom to choose whether to unionize
or not.

Alabama’s right-to-work 1law has
been a huge benefit for our State and
for the people, helping to attract many
businesses to our State. Take car man-
ufacturing, for example. Beginning
with Mercedes, in 1993, automakers
like Toyota, Hyundai, and Honda all
have large presences in Alabama. Their
investment in our State has created a
growing automotive supplier network,
supporting roughly 150 companies in
our State. Altogether, we have around
40,000 Alabamians employed in the
automotive sector alone. Those jobs go
on to support thousands more family
members, all thanks to Alabama’s
right-to-work law.

The PRO Act would upend the eco-
nomic growth we have seen in Alabama
and in many States across the country.
By forcing unionization on American
workers, many industries would grind
to a halt, and employers’ costs would
skyrocket, which could lead to a loss of
many, many jobs. According to the
State Policy Network, the PRO Act
would destroy 57 million American
workers who call themselves free-
lancers, in addition to the millions of
salaried workers who would lose their
right-to-work protections.

Unions, to some degree, have helped
build our great country, but we need to
give workers the ability to choose, not
force them to be in a union. Right-to-
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work laws give workers a choice.
Choice creates competition, and com-
petition breeds success. Forced union-
ization creates a monopoly, which only
leads to stagnation.

President Biden says he believes that
“every worker should have a free and
fair choice to join a union,” but the
PRO Act would tip the scales towards
unionized labor even further. Among
other things, the bill requires that
workers’ personal contact information
be sent to unions; removes vote by se-
cret ballot, subjecting them to union
harassment; and limits the information
workers may receive during a union-or-
ganizing campaign. That doesn’t sound
free and fair to me; it sounds like they
want to ensure a favorable outcome for
the union bosses and give them the
ability to punish workers who don’t go
along with them.

On a related note, I want to briefly
mention the upcoming unionization
vote for nearly 6,000 workers at Ama-
zon’s facility in Bessemer, AL, just
outside of Birmingham. There has been
a lot of attention paid to this lately.
We have had Hollywood actors, celeb-
rities, Members of Congress, and even
President Biden trying to help tip the
scales toward the union’s favorable
outcome. Let me be clear. These hard-
working Alabamians don’t need Holly-
wood elites or Federal Government of-
ficials telling them what to do. We
should all trust they will make the de-
cision they think is right for them and
their families. And that is what right-
to-work is all about—the right to
choose. This is still a free country,
after all.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

BORDER SECURITY

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today to talk about
the crisis that is affecting our country
right now, and it is the crisis at our
southern border. Later this week, I will
travel to Texas to inspect the situation
firsthand.

My Republican colleagues and I will
first say thank you to our law enforce-
ment officers who are there on the
frontlines. Their work is always impor-
tant, and it is especially important at
this time.

The President said on Sunday that he
hopes to visit the border. He said he
hopes to visit the border ‘‘at some
point.” Well, with all due respect, the
American people don’t have time to
wait. I invite the President to join us
this Friday. Come with us. See the sit-
uation. Witness it firsthand.

Here are the facts. In the month of
February, Federal agents apprehended
more than 100,000 illegal immigrants
crossing our southern border. That is
more than double the number from last
February. So in just 28 days—28 days of
February—over 100,000 illegal immi-
grants crossed our border.

You know, illegal immigration num-
bers usually go down in the winter. It
rises in the spring and peaks in the
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summer. We have every reason to ex-
pect that this is only going to get
much worse in the months ahead. Even
the Biden administration admits it.
They admit that we are on pace this
year to have more illegal immigrants
than any year over the last 2 decades.

Why is this happening? Well, if you
ask the migrants, they will tell you the
answer. His name is Joe Biden. There
are photographs of migrants near Ti-
juana wearing shirts that say: “BIDEN
PLEASE LET US IN!”’

They even use the Biden logo—his
campaign logo—on their shirts.

So when did the surge of illegal im-
migrants start? Well, just after Presi-
dent Biden took office on January 20.
Before the month was over, President
Biden had already issued over seven
Executive actions on immigration
alone.

As I detailed on the floor a couple of
weeks ago, President Biden has un-
veiled the most leftwing immigration
agenda in the history of our Nation.
During the campaign last year, Presi-
dent Biden promised lavish taxpayer
benefits for illegal immigrants. So did
Vice President HARRIS.

When the moderators at the Demo-
cratic debates asked who supported
free healthcare for illegal immigrants,
President Biden raised his hand. Vice
President HARRIS also endorsed free
healthcare for illegal immigrants.
President Biden promised not just am-
nesty but American citizenship for ille-
gal immigrants, and 26 Democrat Sen-
ators have already signed onto the bill
that he has proposed.

President Biden said in February
that he will even give the coronavirus
vaccine to illegal immigrants. You
come here illegally; you get a free vac-
cine against coronavirus and free
healthcare. No wonder illegal immi-
grants are rushing to our borders.

But we all remember what happened
4 years ago after President Trump was
elected. Before he even issued most of
his immigration policies, illegal immi-
gration plummeted. It went down by 40
percent the first 4 months of his Presi-
dency. It was called ‘“The Trump Ef-
fect.” It happened even before his poli-
cies went into effect. It was because he
sent a clear message to the world. He
said: Don’t come here illegally or we
will send you right back home. That
message was heard around the world.

Now we are getting very different
messages from this Biden White House.
As a result, we have ‘‘The Biden Ef-
fect,” which is the exact opposite of
what ‘“The Trump Effect” did. We are
having historic increases in illegal im-
migration. They are promising free
healthcare, free education, free vac-
cines, offering amnesty, and even citi-
zenship for illegal immigrants.

Democrats just passed a bill that lets
illegal immigrants get $1,400 checks.
Senator CoTTON and I tried to stop it.
Every Democrat in the U.S. Senate
voted against our amendment. They
voted to give hard-earned taxpayer dol-
lars to people who aren’t even in the
country legally.
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The White House says publically that
we will not expel any illegal immi-
grants under the age of 18. That is what
they have said publicly. The White
House Press Secretary even mocked
that idea. As a result, massive numbers
of teens and children are crossing the
border.

Secretary Mayorkas has told the
whole world that if you are under 18,
you get a free pass. He went on tele-
vision last week and said: “We will not
expel your child. . . . We will care for
that child and unite that child with a
responsible parent.

In that same interview, he said: I
hope [children] will not undertake that
perilous journey’’ to our border.

But as long as liberal policies are in
place, it is a guarantee. They will un-
dertake the perilous journey. They will
risk traveling at the hands of smug-
glers, cartels, and human traffickers to
get here.

Now we have a system that is over-
whelmed. Our border agents can’t keep
up. Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment just spent $86 million to rent
hotel rooms—hotel rooms for families
who illegally crossed the border; $86
million for hotel rooms for over 1,000
families.

It has been reported that more than
100 illegal immigrants who tested posi-
tive for the coronavirus have been re-
leased into Texas. They were told to
quarantine after they traveled through
the country to their preferred destina-
tion in the United States. We don’t
know where they are now or how many
people they infected along the way. It
could be in Texas. It could be any-
where. It is very concerning to people
all across the country, and yet the
White House is still in denial.

In fact, last week, the White House
Press Secretary had to correct herself.
She accidentally used the word ‘‘crisis”
when talking about the border. A re-
porter asked her if that meant the
White House was finally acknowledging
that it was a crisis. She said no. She
said it was just a ‘‘challenge.”

Joe Biden promised us he would al-
ways tell us the truth. Yet the Biden
White House is trying to mislead the
American people about one of the most
important issues that is facing our
country today. It is not working. The
American public knows this is a crisis.
Democrats may think that this is some
political game. In reality, this is a hu-
manitarian crisis. Thousands of chil-
dren are being harmed because of this.

Liberals talk a lot about how much
compassion and empathy they feel. The
truth is, the policies that they have
don’t lead to compassionate outcomes.
They lead to some very cruel out-
comes. As Secretary Mayorkas admits,
the journey north from Central Amer-
ica is a ‘‘perilous’ one. It is not safe
for children. Large numbers of children
who make the journey are trafficked,
sexually assaulted, or recruited by
gangs. If this year is like previous
years, thousands and thousands of chil-
dren are going to be harmed because
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